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In root Jurisdictions,, including Stosaa cuid the? federal ocyczts, 
l /x cl X iZ would not to ollo;io& to testify acxfLnst her Ina’bond in a 
crlsrh^ai proeccutiaBu Hrlrs incciarootency ;.x>uld end with her husUizxl , s 

A 

death, but the role preventing her from tcstliTyixy about privileged 
ccsniuaicatiori would not end with. Qouald'a death. While there is auaii 

t 

copilot e.s to what ia enccc^aoced within tbs teen "conanicatica" 

> 

it seeiu; clear that after Oswald's death the Texan end the federal 

courts would allow I-srina to testify about uny Idling e:xept oral and 
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uiitten ccw iTUul cations from her husband. 



'ihc general role la that evidence of prior criminal acts of 



V/HkHi 



ia ImdniGsable in a criminal prosecution. Ebuover. such 

. 

evldonco nay be introduced under a xnaaboy of exceptions, ouch cs to 
nrovs identity or to show a cocsoon. schema or plan. Many cases, 
particularly the older ones \ould indicate that the Valter Incident 
wuld tovo been inadLiLoui'blo in a trial of Oarwoll since it would not 
fit iato any of the exceptions . £0222 nodern courts laicbt aluLt the 

evidence on any nmbor of theories. 

It la ay feeling that in view of the fact that the Valter 



incident ml the Kennedy assassination have not been shewn to be in 

ary vuy connected and that the neons erployed to ccmait the criasa 

« • * 

•arc not ' unusually similar, tte Valter crino wold not be admissible. 
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could show is that Octiald bad a propensity to ccrait axil 



ee.b'.rs # end courts ’.rill not allow evidence for this purposes because 
of res prejudicial effect . fenao end the federal courts have been 
stricter Ifam otter courts in edaittinG evidence of prior crises. 

In order for a Jury to consider the Walter crino, it jatst bo 
jteun with substantial evidence that CosUd ccamitted it. la Tccrso 
it rant bo cfcoira, beyond o reasonable doubt. If VO eixiuie i Larina's 



testimony* tboso standards would bo difficult to sect. 

It is clear that evidence of Oswald's flight frea the fGHDj, 
lie shooting of Tippltj and bio resistance to arrest wold be 
adrxlsoiblo on evidence of consciousness of guilt end thus of guilt 



itself. 



